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ON CERTAIN MANUSCRIPTS OF PROPERTIUS. 3 

quataor ; at least I have observed no instance to the contrary. 
sed (set) is almost always abbreviated 1 . I have occasionally 
given in square brackets the reading of L, though in 
agreement with O and Baehrens' text, where I had specially 
noted this agreement, or where from the presence of abbre- 
viations it was conceivably desirable to have it recorded. 
I have noted abbreviations in other cases too, if anything 
seemed likely to turn on them, or if to record them would 
give a better idea of the MS. 

Similarly, and for the reader's convenience, I have ap- 
pended to the readings of L an approximately complete 
record of its agreements and certain of its disagreements 
with the several MSS. whose variants are given by Baehrens. 
For readings of the ' second ' hands of F and V, which are 
occasionally quoted, I have used the symbols f and v, also 
employed by Mr Housman in his articles in the Journal of 
Philology on the Manuscripts of Propertius. It only remains 
to add that the readings of F given in the notes I owe to 
the kindness of Miss M. Alford, who has recently examined 
that MS. for me. 



[A = codex Vossianus 38 
F = codex Lauren tianus 36. 49 
D= codex Dauentriensis 1792 
V= codex Ottoboniano-Vaticanus 1514 
0==horum (AFDV) consensus 
N= codex Guelferbybanus (olim Neapolitanus) inter Gudianos 224] 



II 

xxi 3 incipit 4 pulcer F 5 nichit pudet om F 
7 te om F 8 Dicit FN 11 quondam (sic) DV cf F 

1 As ty. This is freely used as an abbreviation, as for -et> -icet, -(q)ue, 
•(b)u«, and -m, 

1—2 



ON CERTAIN MANUSCRIPTS OF PROPERTIUS. 49 

however N fails us, they possess a certain importance. A 
collation of their readings for the lost leaf IV xi 17 — 76 is 
accordingly appended. 

Readings of Parisin vs 8233 (/*) and Vrbinas 641 (v) in 
Propertius IV xi 17 — 76. 18 Det pater hie 19 earns ji 
20 In iudicet* 21 minoia sella : et* 26 laxa fi, lapsa v 
cathena 27 loquor fallor 28 humeros 29 trophea (-§a v) 

decori* 30 Era /i, EJra v loquuntur 31 exgqua v ligones 
34 uicta 35 Paule dixessura ft, discessura sc ex corr. 
v 36 hoc 37 colendos 38 tunsa 39 Et persen* stimu- 
lantem fi y simulantem (ex silentio) v 40 Quique tuas 
proauos 1 ft, proauus v 42 uestros 43 Non fuit* exuuiis 
tantis* 44 et erat 46 insignes* 48 possis 49 hausteras 
50 assensu 51 mouistis v cibelen 52 Gaudia /x, Claudia v 
53 cuius iasos 63 Te — te 66 facto 69 cymba 70 uncturis 
malis 76 ferenda. 

The readings marked thus * were probably in N. The 
disagreements reported for 26 and 52 are somewhat sur- 
prising. It will be seen that these readings supply additional 
evidence for the superior bona fides of fi. 

From fi or v or their source the now discredited Oronin- 
ganus may have drawn those fragments of a genuine and 
independent tradition which it was formerly thought to 
possess. Thus within IV xi 17 — 76 it presents at least 
three important agreements 'trophea decori* (29), 'Aera* 
(30), 'proauus* (40). There are also two in the passages ex- 
amined by Mr Housman (Journal of Phil. 22, pp. 117 sqq.): 
II iii 22 'lyrnes* G Myrines* (fi v mg), iv v 19 'perurat* 
(v mg, ' perurit ' fi, ' perure ' N4>A). At iv vii 65 G has the 
reading of fi mg as we have seen, p. 43. 

1 Also in the Hambnrgensis and Dresdensis according to Hertzberg. 
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58 CAMBRIDGE PHILOLOGICAL TRANSACTIONS. 

[35 oeag 1 ] xxxi 3 spetie 4 senis n ex u correctum 

10 clarior (L, Neap. 268) xxxiii 39 Largus ocffuso 

ut uid. 43 absentes xxxiv 33 atheloi 43 t'no n 

in u postea mutato in i 25 abieguo iii 28 pianicibus 

c 

v 34 actractis (auractis u in ras. Neap. 268) xii 34 latus 
(cf L) s in ras. fuerat fort. 3 (= m) c oh al. man. xiv 30 
uia in nfa mutauit al. man. 33 mutata laconu xix 13 
erapro xx 21 Na quod (per comp.) u l (L) xxii 1 annus 
IV i 98 in uno (L, Neap. 268) iv 42 straniine fort, 

suppunxit m. 1 (stamine Neap. 268) 55 pat 1 anue sed n 

in ras. vii. 15 subure in subire mut.fort. a m. 1 (subire 

Neap. 268) x 5 prime e ex o mut. m.\ 7 ceninu 

(Neap. 268) 17 parem (L f Neap. 268) 23 colupni (L) 

c 

26 Nomeutu 30 metu 40 Belgita c supra scr. al. 
man. 42 cesa (L) 45 Nee (L) 47 ferebat. 

This list of over a hundred corrigenda shows too well the 
truth of Baehrens' confession, Prolegomena, p. v, ' hie codex 
a me primo a. 1876 est conlatus sed propter temporis quibus 
turn premebar angustias properantius/ Most of the correc- 
tions are no doubt trivial, but by no means all. Thus Mr 
Housman bases arguments or conjectures upon the inaccurate 
or doubtful reports of Baehrens at II i 31, vi 20, xi 1, xxxi 10, 
xxxiii 43. At I xvii 28 Mr Housmans conjecture ' pectori- 
bus ' receives rather more than less support from the actual 
reading of F, though I imagine ' choribus ' has come from 
'choro* v. 26. All things considered, a fresh collation of F is 
obviously desirable. 

In the summer of 1893 I spent a short time in the 
Library at Leyden, where I tested Baehrens* collation of A. 
I found it accurate in all the lections that I verified except 
the following. 

I ii 18 lit fc oribus vii 2 milie II i 41 conueniunt 

A 

in praeveniunt (utrumque per comp. scriptum) mutauit m. 1. 
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VI. THE CORRECTORS AND ANNOTATORS 

OF F V AND D. 

I propose to treat of these from a somewhat different 
point of view to Mr Housman, Journal of Philology, 22 
pp. 105 sqq, who has examined a certain number of readings 
of f and v and pronounced them to possess genuine and 
independent value. My object is to determine as far as 
possible their sources as a whole. 

The Corrections and Variants in F. These fall into 
three classes. 

1. Readings derived from a re-examination of the exemplar. 
I have already given examples of these (above, p. 29). I 
will add two more : II ix 38 ' pincte ' F, ' promite ' f (rightly); 
the exemplar had ' pmite ' ; xvii 9 ' uiat ' F, 'at iuuat ' f mg 
(neither right, but f nearer). Here belong nearly all the 
good readings which are peculiar to f, including the two 
quoted by Mr Housman II xxix 36 (see above, p. 38) 
and II i 31. In the latter place 'Aegyptum' seems un- 
questionably right and f gives 'giptum' for F's 'ciptum*. 
That the correction is due to a re-examination of the 
exemplar seems incontestable when it is observed that the 
previous word shows an alteration otherwise unintelligible. 
F had 'cauerni/ undoubtedly misreading 'canem* with over- 
written er as if this were over- written r: the corrector 
removed two of the mistakes, u for n and ni for m, the latter 
by erasing the stroke over the i; but left the third, thus 
producing a result 'canerm' which is less like Latin than 
what he corrected. 

2. Readings which agree with v (or Nv). For these see 
below. 

3. Conjectures 1 , mostly worthless. Examples are two 
out of the three in the margin at III xiii 37 'pompa fuit\.. 
'cura fuit'; IV vii 15 'uigilacis* corrupted to ' uigilantis \ 

1 Not necessarily conjectures of their writers. 



ON CERTAIN MANUSCRIPTS OF PROPERTIUS. 8 1 

requisite sense may be easily elicited by the assumption of 
only ordinary blunders. 

quas uiua me& te possitf sentire fauilla; 
turn mihi non ullo mors sit amara loco. 

Once suppose 'te* accidentally transposed, the other 
changes would easily follow ; for of the loss of final s I have 
already spoken, p. 78. 'uiua — te' exactly corresponds to 
' interea ' in II xiii 41 (already quoted) ; and if the objection 
be brought against quas that it ought to mean not ' lacrimas ' 
but ' lacrimas meas,' Ovid ex Ponto I 9 41 sq. will refute it : 
' hire igitur lacrimas Celso libamus adempto, | cum fugerem 
uiuo quas dedit illi mihi.' 

This then is the reading which, on the evidence now 
at our disposal, we should attribute to Propertius. It would 
however receive remarkable confirmation if the lection 
quoted by Passerat be a true relic of antiquity: ' sed cum uet. 
lib. habent Quod si in te me possim legendum puto : Quod 
sine te uiua possim sentire fauilla/ And here we take our 
leave of that 'good old commentator/ as Munro called him, 
who, of all the expounders of Propertius, stands first in that 
ample and sympathetic interpretation, without which the 
labours of the collator are only the gathering of dust, and the 
utmost efforts of the conjecturer but as the beating of the 
air. I will not apologise for transcribing a brief notice of 
him which R. Widdrington has written in the fly-leaf of 
my copy. "Joan. Passeratius; 'Augusts Tricassiu natus, 
emunctse naris hoo, qui scriptores idoneos interpretando 
magna laude in Parisiensi Acad, meruit; maleq; metuit, 
ac proin elegia ultima uouit ne manes sui malis carminibus 
oneraretur. amissa oculoru luce obiit." If it be any merit 
to have defended, however imperfectly, the memory of one so 
sensitive to posthumous defamation against the charge of 
dealing dishonestly with the text of a poet he loved so well, 
sentiat offidum maesta fauilla pium. 



Postscript. After the account of Bodl. Add. B. 55 was 
penned, the faded figures of the date were revived at my 

6 



82 CAMBRIDGE PHILOLOGICAL TRANSACTIONS. 

suggestion by Mr Nicholson, the Librarian. He has kindly 
communicated the result as follows. " As for date, it appears 
thus : MCCC Li 1 . Whether I do see, or only fancy I see, traces 
of a 4th c I cannot tell... I believe the date was probably 
mccccli. Anyhow Petrarch's lifetime is absolutely out of the 
question." We may then be reasonably confident that the 
codex is not earlier than 1451. Mr Nicholson is " not cer- 
tain that the name is Petrarca, e.g. it might perhaps be 
Perrarca: the 'reviver' has not made it clear." On this 
point however I had myself no doubt. 

J. P. POSTGATE. 

1 The L is not quite perfect. 



Addendum to pp. 77 sqq. 

At I xii 2 Baehrens ascribes 'Cynthia amore' to Muretus 
et Fruterius, 'Cynthia nostra' to Graeuius; but 'Cynthia' is 
given by Passerat (p. 199 a) as the reading of 'alij libri.' 
At in xiii 30 besides 'uimineos' ('alijs placet') Passerat. 
quotes from 'alij libri' 'uirgatos' (p. 487 d). Either gives a 
good sense; and O and N's 'uirgineos' may have arisen 
from either or both. 

Passerat's codices, if lost, would not be the only Latin 
MSS which have disappeared since the 16th century. 
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A. Manuscripts. 



A (Vossianus) 25, 27, 58, 67 

Bernensis 517, 52 sq., 60, 76 
Bodleianus Add. B. 55, 53 — 55, 81 

Corsinianus (43 e 8) 55, 62 n. 

D(auentriensis) 25, 36 sq., 38 n. 1, 

60 sqq. 
Dresdensis 49 n. 

F (Laurentianus) 21—29, 34, 46, 
50 sq., 54, 56—58; f 3, 29, 32, 59 

Groninganus 43, 49 

Hamburgensis 49 n. 
Helmstadiensis 56 

L (Holkhamicus) 1—41, 61 n. 1, 71, 
74,76 

N(eapolitanus) 31, 32, 33, 44, 45—49, 

60, 63—73 ; N 2 48, 73 
Neapolitanus 268, 25, 50 sq., 54 



Parisinus 8233 ( ( Memmianus ') or yu 

33, 42—49, 73, 74 
4 Perusinus ' 56 

V (Ottoboniano-Vaticanus) 25, 31, 
32, 35 n., 37, 38, 62 ; v 3, 32, 35, 
38, 52, 60 
Venetus 443, 55, 71 and n. 
Vrbinas 641 or v 44—49, 73, 74 
Passeratii codices 75—81 

„ * Memmii cod.' 42, 77 n. 
O 46, 47, 55, 61 sq., 67, 68 sq., 

72 sq. 
'Z'25 
A or DV 23, 30 sq., 33, 34, 35, 46, 

52, 65 sq., 69—71, 74 
$ 31 n. 2, 34, 35, 36, 38, 66, 67, 

69, 70, 73 
5" 39, 40, 52, 74 
Petrarch's codex 26, 53 
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88 PREFATORY NOTE. [iv 

A word of apology is needed in regard to the nomen- 
clature employed in the designation of the hypothetical 
texts discussed on p. 96 ff. This might certainly have 
been improved, but unfortunately it was brought to my 
notice too late to admit of any alteration being made. 

I cannot let this opportunity pass by without testifying 
to the value of the services rendered to the cause of English 
Philology by the publication of The Oldest English Texts. 
Without that work any such investigation as the present 
would of course have been impossible ; the labours of the 
investigator also have been materially lightened by the accu- 
racy and the very convenient arrangement of the glossary. 

In conclusion my thanks are due to the Cambridge 
Philological Society for allowing this paper to be pub- 
lished in their Transactions, and especially to the Presi- 
dent, Prof Ridgeway, for the kindly interest he has 
throughout taken in the work. Above all I have to thank 
Prof. Skeat, who has gone through both the manuscript 
and the proofs, and to whom I am indebted for many 
valuable suggestions. 



H. M. CHADWICK. 



Clare College, 
May, 1899. 
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O.Sax. = 01d Saxon. 
O.E. Fris. = 01d East Frisian. 

O.N. = Old Norse. 

Urn. = Urnordisch (the language of the earliest Scandinavian 
inscriptions). 

E.S. = Englische Studien. 
P.B B. = Paul-Braunes Beitrage. 

P.G. = Paul's Grundriss der germanischen Philologie. 
O.KT. = Sweet's Oldest English Texts. 
H.E.S. = Sweet's History of English Sounds. 



CORRIGENDA. 

p. 47 f. It is more probable that the absence of umlaut in Ps. 
oteawan is only apparent, -iawan may represent an earlier *ahD<m (cf. 
Cp. mean < *ml&w-\ and may therefore be identical with W.Sax. 
-lewan. If so, this word furnishes important evidence for the former 
existence of the sound &? in the dialect of the Psalter. 

p. 140 ff. In the preparation of these sections I unfortunately 
overlooked Sievers* article on the same subject in P.B.B. xi. (p. 542 ff.). 
I therefore take this opportunity of calling the reader's attention to it. 
It will be seen that Ep. 179 and 504 are to be added to the examples 
of b =■ Germ, ft, and /= Germ. / respectively. 



The page references in this paper are to the bracketed figures in the 
headlines. 



94 CAMBRIDGE PHILOLOGICAL TRANSACTIONS. [2 

it is absolutely necessary for a clear understanding of Old 
English phonology to distinguish between the various ety- 
mological values of tbe ce-sounds. For this purpose I have 
used the signs aP, cb*, <&, <&, <&, c? t d? t ce* 9 a?. Their values 
are as follows: — 

c& denotes the sound in W. Sax., North, dceg etc. (for its 
origin cf. p. 61 ff.). 

o? denotes the sound arising from a by i-uinlaut, e.g. 
Ps. aeldu. 

c& denotes the sound arising from cea by i-umlaut, e.g. 
Ps. hlcehafi. 

cb 4 denotes the sound arising from cea by "palatal um- 
laut," e.g. Pa -saeh. 

(& denotes the sound arising from q by t-umlaut, e.g. 
Ep. aenid. 

a; 1 denotes the sound corresponding to Goth, -e-, O.H.G. 
-a- under normal conditions, e.g. W. Sax. dced.f 

ce* denotes the sound arising from a (< Germ, ai) by 
t-umlaut, e.g. dcel. 

a? denotes the sound arising from cea by t-umlaut, e.g. 
North, naed. 

a? denotes the sound arising from wa by "palatal um- 
laut," e.g. Ep. baecon. 

It is to be observed that the distinction is purely etymo- 
logical, not phonetic. The phonetic value of -cb- (-ae- f -§-) 
in its various uses in literary times is a subject which 
requires further investigation. The classification given above 
however is based on differences which existed in pre-literary 
times. The necessity of such a classification is shown by 
the following considerations : the letters -ae- (-«-, -g-) are 
used — apart from exceptional cases — in West Saxon texts 
to denote only gb 1 , w 1 , w 2 ; in the Psalter a?, of, <&, c?\ in 
Northumbrian texts cb 1 , cb 2 , gb*, c&, a? ; -ae- (-cb-, -§-) for cb 5 , 
ce* is frequent only in the glossaries, while for a? it occurs 
only in the earliest Northumbrian texts. 

In conformity with the use of gb 1 , cb 2 etc. to denote the 

i The hypothetical Germanic sound from which these come is written -e-. 
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Ep. 677 blaecteru =napta 
706 bigaet =6btenmt 
733 fraehraedae =praepr opera 
741 -ludgaet =-aeudoteium 
783 ed*co«pt=palingene8ean 
814 /orsZai£$n =profliota 
830 hunaegaepl =pastellas 
848 hraebn^8 foot =quinqaefoUxim 
915 anAoe&<Z=suspensu8 
989 /a^toiaeruftssinuosa 

1002 uuraec =torq... 

1040 uumaern =taberna 

1071 waeff8d8= uespas 



Erf. dtoec- Gp. 1360 blaec- 


bigaet 


1409 bigaet (etc.) 


fraehraedae 


1633 fraehraefte 


-ludgaet 


1538 -ludgcBt 


edscaept 


1488 edscaeft 


forslaeggn 


1662 forslaegen 


-aepl 


1512 -aeppel 


hra/ruBS- 


1697 hraefnes- 


anhabd 


1947 ahaefd 


faedmendi 


1862 faedmendi 


uuraec 


2033 uuraec 


-aern 


1983 -ami 


uuaeps 


2098 uuaefsas 



So also in 5 glosses in which the value of -ae- is not 
certain : — 

Ep. 75 sta€/n£ndrat=altemantium Erf. staefnen- Cp. 126 staefnendra 

dra 
864 gistaebnejidrae t=reciprocato gistaebnen 1721 gestaefnen- 

dre 
87 uuraec =actuaris uraic 62 wraec 

587 ftaecid =lucius haecid 1247 haecid% 

840 aehrian =quisquiliae cegrihan 1696 aegnan§ 

Epinal and Erfurt have -ae- = ce 1 in 2 glosses which are 
wanting in Corpus :— 

Ep. 400 hraen =flustra (etc.) Erf. raen 

407 facilae= fax faecile\\ 

Epinal and Corpus have -ae- = ce 1 in 2 glosses : — 

Ep. 489 scaeptloan—h&atilia, telorum Cp. 1005 scaeptloan 

1070 8teupfaedaer =uitricius (Erf. staupfotar) 2124 steopfaeder 

So also in 3 glosses where Erfurt has -a- : — 



Ep. 416 aesc =fraximus 


Erf. aastc 


Gp. 920 aesc 


474 smael= gracilis 


smal 


992 «m$Z 


742 hraed= percitus 


hrad 


1539 hraed 



f These words have a 1 in all probability. In other texts there occur 
forms which seem to point to e 2 . 

% Perhaps a contamination of hacod and *hecid (: O.H.G. hehhit). 

§ Probably related to Goth, ahana. 

|| Gf. also the doubtful form Ep. Erf. 962 8taeg= at&gnum. 

14—2 
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There are 3 cases in Epinal and Erfurt in glosses wanting 
in Corpus : — 

Ep. 73 bisceredae = addic&uit Erf. bisceridae 

443 restaendum (eto.)=feriatis restendum 

781 Uug8egg=^apilxixiB ilugseg (Cp. 1487 wiohicscel) 

further 8 cases in Erfurt and Corpus in glosses wanting in 
Epinal : — 

Erf. 251 sech= o&rix Cp. 371 secg 

294 huetutan= cox 555 huet(e)stan 

350 cetil =enunnm 749 cetil 

352 hindbrere =erimio 758 hindberge 

376 seel (etc. ) = echinus 716 seel 

388 poediberg<e= etteborua 736 woedeberge 

(etc.) 

395 egdae =er^ic& 761 egfte 

396 «^d«n=erpicarin8 762 egftere 

On the other hand Erfurt has -ae- = e 8 in 3 glosses against 
Ep. Cp. -e- : — 

Ep. 219 eordrestae =caum(e)uniae Erf. eordraestae Cp. 360 eordreste^r 
745 cebisae =j>e]ioeB caebis 1540 cebise 

1030 tttt(e)&=textrina ta^fe 2005 webb 

Corpus has -ae- in one gloss against Ep. Erf. -e- : — 

Ep. 463 «e££=gladiolum Erf. secg Cp. 977 saecg 

probably also -ae- = e 2 in 1102 unasaedde (cf. p. 100 n.). 

In one gloss Erfurt has -a- (doubtless an error) against 
Ep. Cp. -e- : — 

Ep. 618 geregnodae =mend&cio eon- Erf. geradno- Cp. 1301 geregna- 

posito doe (cfe) J 

C. Corpus has 39 clear cases of -e- = e 2 : — 

39 wereth= abiget 151 oemsetinne (etc.)=amtes 

50 ecg (etc.)=acies (etc.) 315 meresuin =bacarius 

99 ellende (etc.)=afiniculum 405 cetil =caldaria 

139 recceo =&Uigeo 464 seeggescere (etc.) = cicad 



f This case is not quite safe, since rast occurs elsewhere also. 

X In Ep. 561 caeftlft =infridat, Erf. ccelid, Cp. 1119 kaeWS -ae- denotes 
not e 2 but a 2 , ka- having been restored in place of dee 1 - before the operation 
of i-umlaut 
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iii. a before I + consonant. 

The only example of breaking in the glossaries is Ep. 713 
fealga = occas, a gloss apparently peculiar to Epinal (but 
cf. Cp. 1427 faelging = occa). Elsewhere -a- is universal (cf. 
Dieter, p. 7 f.). 



iv. <b\ 

A. There are 4 cases of -ae- (ce, §) = af common to all 
three texts : — 

Ep. 454 blestbaelg =fo\\is Erf. -baelg Cp. 910 -baelg 

546 bitui(c)n aeldrum= inter pri- -aldrum 1107 -aeldrum 

mores 
561 caeUth =infridat ccelid 1119 fcaeftft (of. 

p. 105 n.) 
718 aeUritu= olor (etc.) ejbitu 1439 aelbitu 

In 2 glosses Erfurt has -e- against Ep. Cp. -ae- : — 

Ep. 769 tmamaelti 8per\>i="pioe (etc.) Erf. cinamelti- Cp. 1581 unamaelte- 
838 o&oeWSi =penduhis o/wWi 1572 ohaldif 



B. There is one example of -ae- :— 

Erf. 1155 cucaelf= baccnla (etc.) (of. Cp. 2145). 

C. There are 13 examples of -ae- = ce 2 . 

Cp. 28 bloestbaelg = sublatorium 1427 faelging = occa X 

30 aelbitu = tantalus 1645 a/aeZ =praeoipita 

241 aeldrafaeder= anus 1855 aeldra= senior 

677 a«tain0=dilatio 2065 ai(Z)<fen=tricent 

934 taelg= incus (etc.) 2144 caelf= uitulus 

1147 hindcaelf= inulus 2145 cucaelf= aitula§ 
1385 faelging = naualia (i.e.nou-) 

-e- = ce* occurs in the mutilated form 303 herbid = biper- 
titum. 



t Ep. 1079 «Zro=ulmus, Erf. elm, Cp. 2149 elm, probably has e 1 (Germ, e) 
in spite of O.N. almr (cf. O.H.G. elmboum). 
t Cf. Kluge Wb. e , p. 103 b. 
§ The obscure form 697 aseaeltte =disoluerat is perhaps another example. 
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Here also probably belongs 

Ep. 589 laempihalt =laiduB Erf. lemphihalt Cp. 1250 lemphalt 

In 3 glosses Erfurt has ~ae- against Ep. Cp. -e- : — 

Ep. 209 stegn=dAUL& Erf. st&ig Cp. 480 steng 

626 anhendi =m&ncus anhaendi 1266 anhendi 

750 gimengidlice =-permixtum gimaengidlicce 1542 gemengetlic 

In one gloss Erfurt has -ce- against Cp. -e- (lost in 
Epinal) : — 

Erf. 257 <£if»t7=cuculio Cp. 613 emil 

In one gloss Epinal and Erfurt have -ae~, -§- (wanting in 
Corpus) : — 

Ep. 216 l&idnum =clunis Erf. laendum* 

In 2 glosses all three texts have -e- : — f 

Ep. 570 menescilUngas =\unuleB Erf. menUcil- Cp. 1242 mene- 

lingas 
999 lectinadl=terti&nsk lenctin- 2001 lenctin- 

In 6ne gloss Epinal and Erfurt have -e- against Cp. -eo- 
(-o- having been added later). 

Ep. 135 /ram*=beneficium Erf. fremu Cp. 286 fre(o)mo (of. 

p. 89 n.) 

B. -e- appears in 3 glosses : — 

1136 lebnendi Bax. = adf ectuosus (etc.), 1148 cempa =auctoracius (etc.), 
1128 lenlibreda= remculus (cf. Schliitter, Anglia, xix. p. 478). 

C. -ae- (-§-) appears in 2 glosses : — 

547 gem^ngan= con^ci 583 wodhae =cotuxno 

On the other hand -e- appears in 24 glosses : — 

99 eZZende=afinictilum (etc.) 565 menget =confandit 

166 wyrtdrenc = antedo 640 menceth= defatiget 

183 fraetgengian = apotasia 645 -end- = -et- 

301 u?«r?wi=birbicariolus 685 meniu= dilectum (etc.) 



t Sweet (O.E.T. p. 544 b) gives also Ep. 659 mengio =margo, Cp. 1285 
mengi(o). Ep. Erf. 909 emer= scorelus is perhaps a mistake for omer which 
appears in the corresponding gloss of Corpus (1810), though Leiden (208) 
also has emaer. 

15 
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Ep. 478 grei (etc.)=glaucum 
492 ££feru =habitadines 
494 thy 8 geri=horno 
500 gredig =inhiajiB 
551 redooran =iurisperiti 
617 threatmelum =m&nipxi[&tlm 
©40 ormetum =molibus 
737 mere uueard =perorebuit 
746 leceas= iphiBilloB 
751 «fyccim«Ziiin =partionlatim 
849 fcciuiiyrt =qtuqueneruia 
910 heringas=BSLrdm8L8 
1077 6kdra€ =uessica 



Erf. flfret 


Cp, 


. 981 grei 


geberu 




1006 flf^6«ru 


-geri 




1028 -gere 


gredig 




1046 gredig 


red- 




1160 red- 


-melum 




1265 -melum 


ormetum 




1326 ormetum 


mere' 




1536 mire- 


lee e as 




1578 feceo* 


-melwn 
led- 




1473 -melum 




1698 fcet- 


heringae 




1781 heringae 


bledrae 




2101 ftfedre 


)ability : — 

Erf. unemo 


Cp. 


, 1371 une(me)tta 


Erf. -&2eta« 


Cp. 


294 -ofete 


three 




1455 $ra 



Ep. 680 unemotan =negotio 

perhaps also : — 

Ep. 124 hraebrebletae =biooca 
705 t(h)res= oresiA 

In another gloss Epinal and Erfurt have -e- in the same 
form (wanting in Corpus) : — 

Ep. 583 three (etc.)=lembum Erf. tires 

In one gloss Epinal and Corpus have -e- against Erf. -ei- 
(cf. p. 117 n.):— 

Ep. 885 bredipannae=B&rt&go 



Erf. breiti- Cp. 1762 brediponne 
banned 



In one gloss Epinal has -ee- against Cp. -ei- (erased in 
Erfurt):— 

Ep. 164 m^= contributes Cp. 495 meig 

In one gloss (lost in Erfurt) Epinal has -e~ against Corpus 
-egr- (for earlier -cPy) : — 

Ep. 9 «*rel(etc.)=a(u)lea Cp. 249 etregl 

In one gloss Erfurt has -e- (wanting in Epinal and 
Corpus) : — 

Erf. 834 fotmelum =pedetemptim etc. 

-ae- = c? never occurs in all three texts in the same gloss. 

15—2 
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In 2 glosses Epinal and Corpus have -ae~ against Erf. 
-e- : — f 

Ep. 445 bZa«aZ= flamma Erf. bled Cp. 892 blfd 

687 no6p=napi tkjjj 1363 naep 

In 2 glosses Epinal has ~ae~ against Erfurt and Corpus 
-6-:— 

Ep. 796 milS naeftlat (a)giuuid= Rictus Erf. -nedla- Cp. 1591 -nethU- 
acu 
1061 oghuuaer =uulgo (etc.) oeghuuer 2173 oeghner 

In one gloss Epinal has -o«- against Corpus -e- (Erfurt 
-t-):- 

Ep. 1009 felospraeci =trifolus (Erf. -stfici) Cp. 2049 -apreci 

In 2 glosses Erfurt has -ae- against Epinal and Corpus 
-6-: — 

Ep. 763 colored = perpendiculum Erf. -draed Cp. 1548 -"ored 

800 birednae = prodimur biraednae 1661 birednae 

In one gloss Corpus has -ae- against Epinal and Erfurt 

Ep. 454 blestbaelg = fottis Erf. 5^t- Cp. 910 blaes- 

In one gloss Corpus has -ae- against Epinal -e- (wanting 
in Erfurt):— 
Ep. 89 it/tm=adlitus Cp. 130 aethm 



B. Erfurt n. in. have three examples of -e- : — 

1104 gregos = anser siluatica 1157 beel=bustxim (etc.) 

1128 lenlibreda sax. = reniculus (for lendi-, of. Schlatter, Anglia xrx. 478) 



C. Corpus has -e- = ob x in 34 glosses : — 

66 netl (etc.) = acus 218 healecas =archiatros 

98 ebnwege = aequipeusum 282 bletid = balatus 

146 gredge =ambrones 419 /er= casus 

174 eZ=anguila 865 uerngrei=iemxgine 



f In suae Ep. 843, 844, 865, Cp. 1691, 1692, 1722 against Erf. suue 843, 
844 (865 suuaeldae is probably an error) shortening may have taken place. 
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876 #raJ=filum 1341 mece= mucro 

912 c«se= formations (etc.) 1448 resigan =opinare 

957 gebero= gestae 1521 megcualm=^&rricidio 

967 grei= fphuB 1528 «tycctmiZum= passim 

994 wearnmeZum =gregatim 1554 f0e$Z=penuria 

1030 \>y 8 gere =horno 1594 Aer=pilus 

1051 feringa =inprouisu 1731 MJir =renist 

1085 feringe = insimulatione 1737 resunge = retiunculus 

1218 frioletan =libertabus 1790 edmelu= sacra, orgia 

1224 frioleta =libertus 1907 8treZ=stragua 

1233 hebeUffired =\ici& 1986 gierende = taxauerat 

1262 Ze?ufe&re<fc=lumbulo8 2104 frioleta = uernaculus 

1298 geuueted=m&&efaAt& 2135 £efre<fe<Z(^ai*c) = (uisc6ra)tosta 

In the following gloss the Latin is obscure: — 

775 gebero =exegestus 

-e- = ce x is probable also in 1228 Sres (etc.) = limbus, 
1264 Sresi = lymbo, 1829 goduureci = sceuum, 2136 lelan = 
uibice; perhaps also in 1818 uuebung = scena. 

In 3 glosses -ei- appears for -e- (ce l )i: — 

728 deid^= effeotum 1331 et7=morenula (i.e. mur-) 

850 greig =feruginius 

On the other hand Corpus has -ae- (-§-)= ce 1 in 4 glosses: — 

164 waede = antemne (' sails ' ?) 1852 spr$c = sermo 

633 *ut4$r=desis 2083 aethme =uapore 

So also 1958 glaeres = sucini according to Kluge, Wb. 6 
p. 140, but it seems equally likely that -ae- here = ce % . 

In 2 glosses -oe- appears (perhaps simply mistakes): — 

28 bloestbaelg = sublatorium (cf. 108 suoesendo = a.ga.pem. 
910) 

It is clear -e- must have been the usual type in Arche- 
type I., though a certain number of examples with -ae- were 

r 

t But possibly h- is a mistake for a-. 

t This is in aU probability purely an orthographic variation. It may 
be due to diphthongal pronunciation of -e-, though such an assumption is 
hardly necessary. Similar cases are found in Northumbrian texts, e.g. deiri 
beside derorum (originally diphthongal) in Bede, neid- (with ei=e<aP) in 
Bede's Death-song. 
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probably preserved from older documents ; so also in the 
other sources of Corpus "f*. 



•staelid 


515 staeled 


-gaett 


1037 -gaet 


aeg- 


1435 aeg- 


sae- 


1631 sac- 


~d<eli 


1471 -daeli 


naetendnae 


1641 naetendne 


faethit 


1582 Jaehit 


fcedum 


1504 faedun 


ae(n)gi~ 


1701 aenge 


fae{c)ni 


1950 fraecni 


haedth 


2012 feu* 



vui. <£*. 
A. Iu 12 glosses all three texts have -ae- (-g-): — 

Ep. 192 obaer(s)taelendi = convdncena Erf. -stelendi Cp. 506 staelende 
194 obaerstaelid = conuicta 
560 firgingaett— ibices 
704 ae0#t77um#=oga8trum 
728 #ae£e*itu = promaritima 
731 8ume <ZaiZi=partim 
752 naetendnae = proferentem 
785 /ae/uf = pingit 
797 /aidun =pangebant 
845 o^n^i Hn^a = quoqaomodo 
938 faecni =subsciuum 
1007 haeth= thymus 

Very probably -ae- = # 8 also in the following : — 

Ep. 499 uura(e)8tendi = indruticans Erf. uraesgendi Cp. 1045 wraeitendi 
979 ftMa£<7=seru /tuaej? 1847 faaap 

The last gloss is repeated (with additional Latin) in 
Epinal and Erfurt : — 

Ep. 982 huaeg = serum (etc.) Erf. huuaeg 

In two glosses Erfurt and Corpus have -ae-, -§- (lost in 

Epinal) : — 

Erf. 356 au€</<Z<£=eluderet Cp. 734 auuagde 

366 ar^ddun =expedier i 784 araeddvn 

In one gloss Epinal has -ae- (wanting in Erfurt and 
Corpus): — 

Ep. 429 aegergelu= fitilium. 



t Under m 1 should perhaps be classed certain forms from an obscure 
stem blac-, blec-, * tetter. ' They occur as follows : — 

Ep. 139 blec thrustfel =bitiligo Erf. blec- Cp. 296 blaec- 

1069 blectha =uitilago blectha 2123 blectha 

Cp. 2117 &feci=uitiliginem 

Cp. bleci together with the W. Sax. D. sg. blace (frequent in the Leechdoms) 
seems to point to an earlier N.A. sg. *blM l ci. Ep. blec etc. are perhaps 
adjectival forms. It is not likely that these words are related either to 
blac (' black ') or blac. A connection with <p\tyeiv etc. is possible. 
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In one gloss Epinal and Corpus have -ae- against Erfurt 



-a-: 

Ep. 440 aetgaeru =framea 



Erf. aetgaru Cp. 922 cetgaeru f 



In 9 glosses Erfurt has -e- against Ep Cp. -ae-:-— 



Ep. 212 raedinnae =condiciones 
403 taenil= fiscilla, 
539 baedendrae =in^xj}soTe 
576 ~aetrinan= -toxica 
679 unfaecni =non subsciuum 
681 8c(i)nlaecean =nebulonis 
747 8taegilrae=pmerapta 
835 uuraeni =-petul&ns (etc.) 
1035 r aedinnae = i&x&tione 



Erf. redinnae 


Cp. 529 raedenne 


tenil 


868 taenil 


bedandra 


1100 baeden(d)re 


etrina(ni) 


1215 aetrinan 


unfecni 


1386 unfaecni 


8cinlecan 


1372 scinlaecan 


stegelra 


1638 staegilre 


ureni 


1569 wraene 


redinnae 


1980 ra«di7m« 



C. Corpus 
amples) : — 

81 wraene = ad libidines 
105 aegmang =agastmm 
147 ym&*tia€p<j= ambages 
167 aetgaere = ansatae 
251 haelsadon =auspicantur 
253 haelsere = augur 
408 h/5Jaecan=caragios 
490 caeghiorde =clauicularius 
548 -da«fe = -portiunculas 
588 oberstaelid = confutat 
634 oruoeZid =deso]utU3 
669 geraedit =degesto 
675 todaeldum =dilotis 
805 ftaifc6ft£=extipice8 
822 baedde = ex&ct\xm 
839 cegtero =falarica 
926 faecenlice = f raudulenter 
1024 Anae^iun^ =hinnitus 



has -ae- (-g-) = cp 2 in 35 glosses (36 ex- 



1036 h^medo =hymeneoB 

1120 raesde =inruit 

1134 geme.(did) =ineytTi8 

1397 naenge (earbefte) = nullo (nego- 

tio) 
1401 8maete gold =obrizum 
1419 folclaemid =obturat 
1433 claemende = omrmans 
1438 aeggimong = olgastrum 
1444 /tail = omen 
1446 /orcfaemcfe =opilauit 
1660 teorftsMaepe =pronuba 
1929 gehnagith= Bternit 
1931 astaenid =stellatus 
1935 aera, aeren scre(op) = strigillus 
2083 gemaeded =u&nus 
2135 -flae8c=mscersk- 
2143 u(n)maelo = uirgo 



Perhaps also in 1297 obtSaenit = madidum, 2112 /oec- 
num = ueterno. 



f Epinal 206 haetendae - calentes against Erf. hattendae, Cp. 357 hatende 
is probably a mistake. The verb seems to have belonged originally to the 
ai-class, cf. O.H.G. heizen. Ep. 544 taecnaendi (etc.) = index, Erf. taec- 
nendi against Cp. 1105 tacnendi (etc.) is perhaps a mistake of Archetype n. 
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any trace of the older forms -aeo- y -aea-, the spelling -ea- 
being practically consistent^. 



x. ce*. 
A. In 4 glosses all three texts have -e- : — 

Ep. 605 githuornaefleti=\eQtidic\&- Erf. -fleti Cp. 1205 -flete 

tnmt 

981 sceolhegi =-stra,buB (etc.) sceolegi 1939 scelege 

1075^ett=uerberatrum fletu 2100 flete 

1089 gilebdae =ueric\mdi&e concesserim gilepdae 2080 gilefde% 



In one gloss Erfurt and Corpus have -e- :— 

Erf. 371 giheldae =ex&uctommt Cp. 788 geheende 



C. In 8 glosses Corpus has -e-: — 



/l < '" ■' ' 



71 gebegdum =aduncis 1239 anege = luscus 

420 ned= oasis 1399 i$u7i<7=obolitio 

605^(e=crama 1558 clifhlep= pessum 

1011 geheres thu=hea& 1776 scete (etc.) = sandalium 

In one gloss -ie- occurs : — 

774 ali€*et= eximet. 

Though the evidence is limited it is clear that a? was 
usually represented by -e- in Archetype I. and there is no 
evidence of any change being introduced in any of the texts. 
There is nothing to prevent us from supposing that the history 
of <& was the same as in Northumbrian and the dialect of 
the Psalter (cf. p. 4f.); namely that it fell together early with 
at 1 and with it underwent the change to e. 



t An archaic form seems to be preserved in Cp. 1117 genaeot =inquilinis. 

X Perhaps for lacte iactatum. 

§ The Latin is wanting. 

|| It is not clear whether Erf. 899 streida (Ep. stridae) = struere, Cp. 1910 
streide belongs here (with preterite transformed through the influence of the 
Pres. strigan) or to stregdan. 
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xi. af. 
i. Before r + consonant. 
A. In one gloss all three texts have -e-: — 

Ep. 18 sercae =armilausia Erf. sercae Cp. 210 serce 

In one gloss Epinal and Corpus have -e- (the Erfurt form 
being perhaps High German) : — 

Ep. 730 gigeruuid =vmetexte.tuB Erf. gigarauuit Gp. 1632 gegeruuid 

In one gloss Erfurt and Corpus have -e- (lost in Epinal): — 

Erf. 318 uu^r^endi =deuotaturu8 Gp. 632 wergendi 

In one gloss Epinal and Corpus have -e- against Erfurt 
-ae-: — 

Ep. 186 Jieruuendlicae = contemptum Erf. haeruend- Cp. 500 heuuend- 

In one gloss Erfurt and Corpus have -e- against Epinal 
-ae- : — 

Ep. 1091 auuaerdid=mti&tum Erf. auuerdid Gp. 2131 awended 

In one gloss Epinal and Erfurt have -e- against Corpus 
-ae-: — 

Ep. 196 gegeruuednae = conparantem Erf. geger- Gp. 517 gegaer- 

uednae wendru 

In one gloss Erfurt has -e- against Corpus -ae~ (lost in 
Epinal): — 
Erf. 373 fertd =expeditio Cp. 790 faerd 

C. In 5 glosses Corpus has -e- : — 

302 erdling =bitorius 810 ferdun= expeditionibus 

581 8erwuende = oonuenienteB 1434 werdit = ofticit 

764 huerbende=eTrB.bHea 

Probably also in 2108 huerb = uertil (? for uertex), cf. 
Cot. 59 (Lye) hwyr/epole = uorago, syrtis (B. T. p. 576 b). 

In one gloss -ae- occurs : — 

572 geuaerpte = Gorm&\mt 

The rarity of the forms with -ae- in C makes it probable 
that there has been no substitution of -ae- for -6- in the 
A glosses of Corpus, but rather that these -ae- forms were 
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taken from Archetype I. It is likely therefore that in 
Archetype I. there was a variation between -ae- and -«-. 
The latter seems to be the natural spelling of Corpus. 

Note. Since breaking before Germ, z is found in mearg 
(cf. p. 33) : O. Bulg. mozgti etc., it is probable that gerd, 
gaerd (cf. Kluge, Wb. 6 , p. 136 a) also contains -ce 8 - ; the word 
occurs as follows in the glossaries : — 

A. Ep. Ill segilgaerd = Antemyna, Erf. -gaerd Cp. 165 -gerd 
614 toch gerd =lentum uimen -gerd 1207 -gerd 

C. 319 sundgerd (etc.) = bolides, 1219 hebelgerd = liciatorium, 2134 
gerd = nirgultnm. 

ii. Before (immediately following) -^-. 
cb 8 is here very difficult to separate from a? 4 . 

A. In three glosses all three texts have -e-: — 

Ep. 187 ambechtae =conlatio Erf. ambechtae Cp. 501 oembecht 

49 «teift=accearium steli 55 steli 

1060 tkuelan =uitas thuelan 2120 thuelanj- 

In one gloss Erfurt and Corpus have -ae- against Epinal 
-e- : — 

Ep. 866 ambect =rationato Erf. ambaet Cp. 1706 ambaect 

In one gloss Epinal and Erfurt have -e- against Corpus 
-ae-: — 

Ep. 857 nectaegalae— roscinia Erf. necegle Cp. 1746 naectegale 

In one gloss Epinal and Corpus have -ae- against Erfurt 
-e-: — 

Ep. 673 naecht(h)raebn =noctu& Erf. nect- Cp. 1384 naeht- 

In the same gloss Epinal and Erfurt have additional forms, 
Ep. nectigalae, Erf. nacthegelae. 

In one gloss Erfurt has ~$- against Corpus -e- (Epinal 
being mutilated): — 

Ep. 26 nctigalae = &ch&l&ntis (etc.) Erf. ne.cte.gela Cp. 52 nehfygale 



f In the last two cases there has probably been lengthening through loss 
of -h~ before -Z-. 
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In one gloss Erfurt and Corpus have -e- against Epinal 
-00-: — 

Ep. 556 algiuu(eo)re = ignariam Erf. algiuerc Cp. 1040 aalgewerc 

B. # In 2 glosses Erfurt has -e-: — 

1175 her gas = colles 1176 <ZuerA=humiliamanus 

C. In 4 glosses Corpus has -e- : — 

298 6erc =bitulus 1426 baangeberg =ocreis 

1164 midferh= iuuentuB 1715 geberg =refugixim. 

perhaps also in 1994 duerc = teter (or for deurc ?). 

On the other hand Corpus has -eo- in 1771 licbeorg = 
sarcofago and -io- in 1672 briosibiorg = propugnaculum. 

iii. Before I + consonant (x, c). 

A. In 2 glosses all three texts have -e- : — 

Ep. 233 elch- ceruuB Erf. elch Gp. 443 elh 

1001 <?Zcft=tragelafbus (etc.) elch 2054 elch 

In one gloss Epinal and Erfurt have -eo- against Corpus 
-e- : — 

Ep. 981 sceolhegi = Boeuus (etc.) Erf. sceolegi Cp. 1939 scelege 

C. In one gloss Corpus has -eo-: eola = damma (etc.) 
after 627 (omitted in O.E.T.), cf. Leid. 139. 

eo. 

A. In one gloss all three texts have -io- : — 

Ep. 879 cnioholaen =tubcu8 Erf. cniolen Gp. 1759 cnioholen 

In one gloss Epinal and Erfurt have -io- against Corpus 
-e-: — 

Ep. 817 buturfliogae =j>&vHo Erf. -fli(o)go Gp. 1507 -flege 

In one gloss Erfurt has -eo- against Corpus -e- : — 

Erf. 295 theoh=cox& Gp. 556 thegh 

C. In 2 glosses Corpus has -e- : — 

1194 lehtfaet =\&ntern& 1354 flege = musca 

On the other hand Corpus has -eo- once: 1832 \eohsaex = 
semispatium. 
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C. In 5 glosses Corpus has -ae- : — 

1121 gemaercode (etc.)=inpingit 1772 haerga = sacellorum 

1191 baercae =latratus 1827 sparea =scintella 

1255 haerg =hxperc&\ 

-e- occurs once: 1308 merg = medulla ; -ea- once: 153 
mearh = amilarius (cf. Schlutter, Anglia, xix. p. 111.) 

ma. 

A. In 2 glosses all three texts have -ae- : — 

Ep. 64 laec = Ambilti Erf. laec Cp. 154 laecf 

846 aec )>an =quinetiam aec~ 1695 a^c- 

In one gloss Erfurt and Corpus have -ae-, -g- (lost in 
Epinal) : — 

Erf. 265 0£c=cuculus Cp. 618 gaec 

In one gloss Epinal and Corpus have -ae- against Erfurt 
-e- : — 

Ep. 62 hynnilaec =&&co\omum Erf. -lee Cp. 229 -laec 

In 2 glosses Erfurt and Corpus have -e- against Epinal 
-ae- : — 

Ep. 16 garlfc =alium Erf. -lee Cp. 113 -leec 

919 herebaecon =simbulum -becon 1873 -bene 

In one gloss Epinal and Corpus have -e- against Erfurt 
-cp- : — 

Ep. 1093 -egan= -oculo Erf. cegan Cp. 2133 egan% 

In one gloss Corpus has -e- against Erfurt -a- (lost in 
Epinal) : — 

Erf. 263 iaces sura =calcioulium Cp. 380 ieces surae 

In one gloss Erfurt has -e- in a form peculiar to that 
text : — 

Erf. 676 leccre88ae= nasturcium (Ep. tuuncressa, Cp. 1359 tuuncressa) 

t Schlatter, Anglia, xix. p. 469 f. suggests caec, ampul(l)a. 
t Erf. 316 aegur =dodrans, Cp. 702 egur is obscure; cf. Schlutter, 
Anglia, xix. p. 471. 
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xvi. The loss of interior -A-. 

Under this heading it will be convenient to discuss the 
treatment of -A- (< Germ. %) between vowels, after r, I before 
vowels, and after vowels before voiced consonants. In all 
these cases the loss of -A- is due to the same causes, though 
the reduction may not have taken place at the same time. 
The loss of -X" m such, forms as Ep. 1043 dislum is a different 
question. 

A. In 2 glosses all three texts have -A- (including forms 
in which -A- has been transposed or other letters added) : — 

Ep. 785 /ae&it =pingit Erf. faetkit Cp. 1582 faekit 

799 nikol =pronus nihol 1659 nihold 

The latter form was originally a compound but was in all 
probability no longer felt to be such at the time when inter- 
vocalic -A- was lost. On the other hand in the following 
three glosses -A- may have been restored through the in- 
fluence of the uncompounded forms, though dureras occurs 
elsewhere : — 

Ep. 925 du* rherc = sualdam Erf. durhere Cp. 1948 durhere 

1053 du(e)rheri =ualba durheri 2075 durheri 

1063 tholicae =uscidae tochtlicae 2170 tohlicef 

In 5 glosses -A- is preserved in Epinal and Erfurt, lost in 
Corpus : — 

Ep. 546 bitui(c)n-= inter- Erf. bituichn Cp. 1710 bitun J 

884 furhum= scrobibus furhum furum (after 

1793, omitted in O.E.T.) 
1066 uulohum = uillis uulohum 2122 uuloum 

1080 ryhae =mHo8a, ryhae 2126 rye 

1081 linnin ryhae = uilla -ryhae 2128 ryee 

Here also may be mentioned a form with -A- after -8-: — 

Ep. Erf. 854 flitere in ebhatis = mhulu8 Cp. 1705 -eobotum 

f Erf. 326 th(u)achl— delumentem, Corpus fthuehl probably contain -xx m * 
cf. p. 71 n. 

X It is possible however that there may have been a form -*twixx.n 
originally beside -*twix%. Its origin would be due to the same causes as 
*>w«axxi> cf. p. 71 n. 
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In one gloss -A- is lost in Epinal and Corpus (wanting in 
Erfurt) :— 

Ep. 489 8caeptloan= hastilia telo- Cp. 1005 scaeptloan 
rum 

In 3 glosses -A- is lost in Erfurt and Corpus (wanting in 

Epinal) : — 

Erf. 320 se oritmon =dromidarius Cp. 708 se eorodmon 

384 md=excolat 800 slid 

1099 8ueor =uetellus 2107 sueor 

B. -A- is lost in Erf. 1161 raa = capriolus and probably 
in 1114 sloae = fisuras, scisuras. A possible case of its pre- 
servation is 1129 thrahit = ringitur (die hoo more can urn). 

C. In 2 glosses -A- is preserved : — 

141 tahae=aMox 
403 raha = capria 

Perhaps also in the obscure gloss 1310 bituihn = mentagra 
(but cf. p. 137 n.). In 1960 under haehnisse = sub cono -A- has 
probably been restored from Ao^A, c£ hehnisse twice in the 
Psalter, beside the regular heanis(se) which seems to show 
that -A- was lost before -n- before the operation of palatal 
umlaut. In 46 rawAa=aceruus -A- seems to represent -3- 
since mugan occurs elsewhere (cf. O.N. mugi). A more 
certain example of -A- = -3- is 1576 slahae = pectica. The 
forms which occur elsewhere are siege and sice. The original 
forms were no doubt : N. sg. *slce$ce, A.G.D. sg. *sla}an ; the 
modern form comes regularly from *slce)ce, while the Corpus 
form slahae (i.e. *sla}ce) is a transformation of this through 
the influence of *sla}an. 

In 13 glosses -A- is lost : — 

372 u?aete?*5rttm=canalibus 1118 ISiendi (etc.) = indolis 

218 teafeca*=archiatros 1234 fiil= lima 

552 «u6or ==consobrinus 1431 staeli =ocearium 

656 suUs reo$t =dentalia 1892 ear =spicas 

659 ftean = deglobere 1962 scoere = sutrimator 

1033 tolice =huscide 1991 ^Siiaelum =t&ema 

1061 niol =infima 

Cf. also 135 meau = alcido, 955 me(a)u = gabea (cf. p. 120) ; 
1878 sur = socer is probably mutilated. 
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Ep. 197 giroefan =cen- Erf. geroefan Cp. 439 geroefan (cf. O.H.G. 

sores ruoua) 

223 giroefa — commenta- geroefa 533 geroefa 

riensis 

1022 8cqfl= trulla scoZ/ 2051 scq/! ) (cf. O.E..G. scuuala, 

1065 gloedscofl =uatilla -*cq/? 2076 -scofl) Nthl. schojfel) 

1046 o/r=tuber o(/)r 2074 fto/«r (: O.H.G. houar) 

In the following glosses Erfurt has mistakes which are no 
doubt due to the continental scribe : — 

Ep. 459 /io/r=gibbus Erf. hosr Cp. 969 hofr (see above) 

768 i /i/ataa£=papilio uiualdra 1484 fiffalde (O.H.G. jifaltr a) 

In one gloss Epinal and Erfurt have -f- (wanting in 
Corpus) : — 

Ep. 161 ttw/=bufo Erf. uuf 

B. One gloss has -f- : — 

Erf. 1134 fifeldae = spalagius (etc.) 

C. In 5 glosses Corpus has -f- : — 

230 fraefeli (etc.)=astu (: O.H.G. 997 0r$/=graffium (probably from 

frauili) % the same Latin word) 

431 fraefeleo =calleo 1259 wulf= lupus (cf. 355) 

1674 geroefan =proceres (cf. 439 etc.) 

On the other hand Corpus has -6- in 6 glosses : — 

48 folcgeroebum = actionaris (cf. 1483 scoMe =palas (cf. 2051 etc.) 

439 etc.) 2011 uuicgeroebum =teloniaris (cf. 
214 ceber =arpia (cf. 326) 439 etc.) 

1271 obr =margo (cf. Kluge, Wb. 5 2081 isernscobl =uatilla (cf. 1483) 
p. 385 b) 

xviii. The representation of medial and final Germanic -8-. 
A. In 28 glosses all three texts have -6- : — 

Ep. 7 teblere= a,le&toT Erf. teblere Cp. Ill teblere (: O.H.G. zabal 

< Lat. tabla) 
30 sceabas =areoli seebas 197 sceabas (: O.H.G. scoub) 

124 hraebrebletae =bicoca hebre- 294 haebre- (: N.H.G. haber- 

geiss) 



166 cZibec£2 = clibosum 


clibecti 


478 cKtecti (: O.H.G. klep) 


172 te&efo tan = calculus 


tebil- 


349 t«&Z- (cf. Ep. 7) 


(etc.) 






178 teblith =cot\7 l v.t 


teblith 


497 tebleth (cf. Ep. 7) 


192 obaer{8)taelendi — 


ober- 


507 ober- (: O.H.G. ubar % ubiri) 


conuincens 
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In one gloss Erfurt and Corpus have -6- against Epinal 
-bf- (no doubt a correction) : 

Ep. 1010 nabfogar =terre- Erf. naboger Cp. 2002 nabogaar (cf. Ep. 625) 
bellus 

In 8 glosses Epinal and Erfurt have -6- against Corpus 

Ep. 51 an ba halbae- Erf. -halbe Gp. 121 halfe (: Goth, halba) 

altrinBeoas 
136 staeblidrae = baUista steb- 263 staef- (cf. Erf. 367) 

577 8taebplegan=\udi lit- scaeb- 1245 staef- ( ,, ) 

terari 
635 saH>=malagna saJb 1272 salf (: O.H.G. salba) 

642 uuaelreab= manu- -r«a6 1277 -rea/ (: O.H.G. roub) 

bium 
673 na«c^t(/i)rafi6w= -^ro«6n 1384 -kraefn (: O.H.G. raban) 

noctua (etc.) 
880 thebanthorn =ramnus theban- 1710 tieofe: — (: O.H.G. depan- 

dorn) 
931 ^a(Q&c^7i^ni = semi- halb- 1844 Aai/- (cf. Ep. 51) 

gelato 

probably also : 

Ep. 864 gutaebn$ndrae = Erf. -staebnen Cp. 1721 staefnendrae (cf. Erf. 
reciprocato 367 ?) 

so also according to Sweet (O.E.T. p. 516 b.): 

Ep. 630 thebscib=mhno- Erf. thebscip Cp. 1316 fteofscip (: Goth Hubs etc. 
paro but the Latin word is unknown to me). 

In 2 glosses Erfurt has -b- against Corpus -f- (lost in 
Epinal) : — 

Erf. 285 hraebn =corax Cp. 553 kraefn (cf. Ep. 673) 

363 erabedlicae = egre 729 earfedlice (cf. Ep. 619) 

In one gloss Epinal has -6- against Corpus -f- (wanting in 
Erfurt) :— 

Ep. 656 geormantlab (etc.)=malua Cp. 1288 gearwan leaf (: Goth. 

laubos, N. pi.) 

In one gloss Epinal has -b- against Erfurt -p-, Corpus 

Ep. 1089 gilebdae =ueri- Erf. gilepdae Cp. 2080 gilefde (: Goth, uslaubjan) 
cundiae concesserim 
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In one gloss Epinal and Corpus have -6- against Erfurt 
-/- :- 

Ep. 6 teblae=ale& Erf. teftl Op. 110 Ubl 

In 3 glosses Erfurt and Corpus have -f- against Epinal 

Ep. 52 fnerscriboen= Erf. -serif en Cp. 69 -serif en (cf. Ep. 724) 
addictus 
848 hraebne,s foot = quin- hrafnas- 1697 hraefnes- (cf. Ep. 673) 

quefolium 
1047 sinuurbul= teres sinuulfur 2008 siunhuurful (: O.H.G. 

sinhwerbal) f 

so also in all probability :— 

Ep. 915 anhaebd=BXLBpensxiB t Erf. anhcebd, Cp. 1947, ahaefd (: fc&fam 
related to Goth, hafjan etc. Two originally distinct (bat re- 
lated) verbs seem to have been confused in English). 

In 2 glosses Epinal and Erfurt have -f- against Corpus 
-6- :- 

Ep. 536 unofaercumen- Erf. unofer- Cp. 1097 unober- (cf. Ep. 192) 
(rae) = indigestae 
762 si/uTWterri =pliadas /tm- 1599 ai&tw- (: Goth. *t&un) 

In one probable case all three texts have -f- : — 

Ep. 75 staefnejidra= Erf. staefnen- Cp. 126 staefnendra (cf. Ep. 864) 
alternantium dra 

In 2 glosses Erfurt and Corpus have -f- (lost in Epinal): — 

Erf. 300 ttM<j/!=caldica Cp. 482 wefi (cf. O.H.G. weban) 

392 ij eg =edera 718 ifegn (: O.H.G. ebahewi, 

ebawi, ebah) 

In one gloss Epinal has -/- (wanting in Erfurt and 
Corpus) : — 

Ep. 1084 hraej naes /o*=quinquef olium (Cf. Ep. 848) 

In one probable case Epinal and Erfurt have -f- against 
Corpus -u- : — 

Ep. 653 clofae =morda- Erf. clofce Cp. 1327 clouae (cf. M.H.G. klobe) 
cius 

f -b- over -/- in Epinal, cf. Sweet's note ad loc. 
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In one probable case Epinal and Erfurt have -u- against 
Corpus -/- : 

Ep. 428 siuida— furfures, Erf. siuida, Cp. 940 siftiSan (probably connected 
with O.H.G. sib, cf. Cp. 597, below). 

B. Erfurt has -b- in two glosses : — 

1136 lebuendi =&dfectuo8ua (etc.) 1141 tebleri (etc.)=aleator (cf. Ep. 7) 

(: Goth. Hub-) 

Erfurt has also two examples of -/- : — 

1142 tejil=&]i& (cf. Ep. 7) 1155 cuca<rt/=baccula(:O.H.G.fcaH>) 



C. In 27 glosses Corpus has -6- : — 

30 aelbitu= tantalus (cf. Ep. 718) 1210 afroebirdun = lenirent 



(cf. 



98 ebnwege = &equi-pensum(:Goth. 

ibns) 
179 eobor = aper (cf. Ep. 927) 
193 lebel = &quema\e (cf. Ep. 633) 
303 /i«r&id = bipertitiim (cf. Ep. 51) 
399 heber= caper (cf. Ep. 124) 
452 tyrb = cespites (: O.H.G. zurba) 
597 st&i=crebrum (: O.H.G. sib) 
631 obgibekt = destituit (: Goth. 

giban) 
658 *m6en=decerni (cf. Ep. 724) 
740 gesuirbet = elimat (: O.H.G. 

swerban) 
764 huerbende = ermhiles (: O.H.G. 

hwarbian) 
1180 hebenhw = lacunar ( : Goth. 

himins) 



O.H.G. fiuobara) 
1397 -earbelSe = -negotio (cf. Ep. 619) 
1413 -fr/fcs7i = obligamentum (: Goth. 

lubja-) 
1441 staeb = olastrum (: Goth, stab- 

im) 
1457 -heldiobul= or cus (: Lat. dia- 

bolus) 
1464 g&ur^nn^f = orion (cf. Ep. 927) 
1622 unZa6=posthumus (cf. Goth. 

laiba) 
1498 wiM=panpila (cf. Erf. 310) 
1694 geeblicadun= quadrare (cf. 98) 
1712 gabulrond= radio (cf. Erf. 293) 
1778 haeb = salum (: M.H.G. hap) 
1930 lybesne =Btren&a (cf. 1413) 
2164 stebn =uox (: Goth, stibna) 



2176 loob =ymnus (: O.H.G. lob) 

probably also in 2108 huerb = uertil (cf. O.H.G. hwarblih, 
cf. p. 122) ; and perhaps in 216 sibaed = arbatae (cf. Ep. 428), 
cf. also 376 caebestr = capistrum (probably from the same 
word). 

In 19 glosses Corpus has -f- : — 

27 eoforfyrote = scisca(cf. Ep. 927) 474 
92 efnum =aequatis (cf. 98) 

173 aid uuif=SLnuB (: O.H.G. wip) 482 
281 'stofa = balneum (cf. O.H.G. 

stuba) 489 

299 8eolfbonan= biothanatas(:Goth. 699 

silba) 1147 



oefmng — circinatio (cf. Goth. 

ubizwa) 
0106/ (etc.) =cladica (cf. O.H.G. 

weban) 
half =c]xma, (cf. Ep. 51) 
ofgefen =distitutum (cf. 631) 
hindcaelf=inuluB(ot Erf. 1155) 

17 
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1260 M?yZ/=lupa (: O.H.G. wulpa) 1644 atcufiS = praecipitat (of. Goth. 
1499 tm6/Z=panuculum (of. Erf. 300) skiuban) 

1558 clijhUp =peBBnm (cf. Ep. 166) 2016 uue/Z=titica (of. Erf. 300) 

1583 cofa =pistrimnm(:M.H.G.Jfeo6«) 2144 ea* J/= uitulus (of. Erf. 1155) 

1587 cojincel=-pistri\l& ( ,, ) 2145 cucaelf =mtu\& ( ,, ) 

Cf. also 430 caefli — capistro (probably <Lat. capulvm). 

Note. Forms in which the etymological value of b,f is 
uncertain. 



A. In 3 glosses all three texts have -f- : — 

Ep. 517 riscthyfil=ixmge- Erf. -thyfil Cp. 1159 -ftyfel 
turn 
647 scalfr =mergulus scalfr 1304 scalfur 

996 hrofuuy(r)cta= tig- /iro/- 2020 Ziro/- (: O.N. ftrtf/) 

narius 

In one gloss Epinal and Erfurt have -f- (wanting in 
Corpus) : — 

Ep. 609 hrof= lacuna Erf. hrof (cf. Ep. 996) 

In one gloss Epinal has -f- (wanting in Erfurt and 
Corpus): — 

Ep. 662 scalfr =mergus (cf. 647) 

In one gloss Epinal and Corpus have -/- against Erfurt 

Ep. 58 8caldthyfla8 = alga, Erf. -(t)hybla8, G\>. 128 -hyflas 

In one gloss Erfurt has -/- against Corpus -6- (Epinal 

-H •- 

Ep. 613 cli\>ae = lappa Erf. clifae Cp. 1184 clibe 

In one gloss Erfurt has -/- against Corpus -6- (lost in 
Epinal) : — 

Erf. 258 hafaern= cancer Cp. 379 haebrn 

In 2 glosses Erfurt has -6- against Corpus -f- : — 

Erf. 250 rede clabre =calta Cp. 375 clafre (of. Nthl. klaver) 

254 huitti clabre — c&\e&t& 377 clafre ( „ ) 

In one gloss Epinal and Corpus have -6- against Erfurt 

Ep. 684 /ia&mf=nepa Erf. hafern Cp. 1370 haebern 
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In 4 glosses Epinal and Erfurt have -6- against Corpus 
-/- :- 

Ep. 179 huaU>= con- Erf. halb Cp. 498 kualf (: O.N. hualf, 

uexum O.H.G. welben) 

627 scybla = mafortae scybla 1267 scujla(: O.N. 8kupla,sky- 

pill ?) 
631 gloob =manica glob 1268 glof 

832 seabfoot =pansa scaab- 1513 *ea/- (: O.N. skeifr) 

In 5 glosses all three texts have -6- : — 

Ep. 115 gaebuli=&ere Erf. gaebuli Cp. 96 geabuli (: Goth, giban?) 
alieno 
602 te&tta=liciatorium fcfttfd 1232 Jte&eta (: M.L.G. hevelte) 

757 Jx>rc/i ofat=per anti- -obtut 1546 o&*£ (: O. Sax. dbast) 

cipationem 
864 fer&=scirpea (etc.) lebrae 1804 lebr 

1058 cebeptuun = uestibu- caeber- 2094 cae&r- 

lum 

In two glosses Erfurt and Corpus have -6- (lost in 
Epinal) : — 

Erf. 336 gede.bin gebil = debita Cp. 648 -geabuli (cf. Ep. 115) 

pensio 
394 gebles monung =ex&otio 813 geabules- ( ,, ) 

B. Erfurt has one example of -/-: — 
1106 nefern= cancer (cf. 258) 

C. Corpus has -f- in 3 glosses : — 

133 %/i=aluearia (: M.L.G. huue, cf. Zupitza, Gutt. p. 128) 
1956 8tie(f)l meart =sulforia (: Goth, swibls, O.H.G. swebal, sweual) 
2013 Ziro/=tholus (cf. Ep. 996) 

-6- occurs in 10 glosses ; — 

645 seobgendum (etc.)=querelis (etc.) (cf. M.H.G. siufzen, siuften, Kluge, 

Wb«. p. 347 b.) 
803 aiuafr =exorbitans (: O.N. sulfa, cf. O.H.G. sweben, sweibon) 
881 gebellicum wa(g)nfearu =fiscalis reda (cf. Ep. 115) 
1219 hebelgerd =lioiatorium (cf. Ep. 1818 uuebung = scena (: O.H.G. 

602) weban?) 

1233 hebeW&red = licia (cf. Ep. 602) 1823 leber (etc.) =scirpea(cfEy. 894) 
1311 scraeb =merga (: O.N. slcarfr?) 1879 sUbescoh (etc.)=soccus 
1317 hlibendri = minaci 

U— 2 



/ 
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3. The syncope of -i~ after long syllables precedes the 

loss of final -u (1), e.g. rlcu (cf. p. 65). 

4. The gemination of consonants before Germ, -j- pre- 
cedes 1, 2, 3 (cf. p. 74 ff.). 

5. The beginning of t-umlaut precedes 3. 

6. The West Saxon palatal diphthongisation of front 
vowels precedes 5, e.g. cyse (< *ciesi). 

7. The West Saxon (and Kentish) breaking of Germ, a 
before I + consonant precedes 5 (perhaps also 4, cf. 

p. 19 f.)f. 

8. The breaking before r + consonant precedes 5. 

9. The change q (cf. p. 59 f.) > 6 precedes 5. 

10. The palatalisation of guttural consonants before front 
vowels precedes 6. 

11. The change z >r precedes 8, e.g. W. Sax. mearg. 

12. The loss of nasals (or nasalism) before /, \, s, % 
precedes 9 J. 

13. The change du > (hi precedes 10 (cf. p. 26). 

14. The change zn >nn precedes 11 (cf. pp. 6, 33). 

15. The breaking before ^ precedes 13 (cf. p. 28). 

16. The change axje 1 precedes 10 and probably also 
14. 

17. The loss of final -a precedes 16. 

18. The loss of final -z, with lengthening of the vowel 
in accented syllables, precedes 16 and probably 17, 
e.g. N. sg. hwd. 

19. The monophthongisation of Germ, ai precedes 17, 
e.g. a (: Goth. aiw). 

20. The change d> a? precedes 10, 18, 19. 

21. The change a > q before nasals precedes 20 (e.g. 
mono, : Goth, mena) ; to the same period probably 
belongs the change a > g in the same position, 
though it can only be shown that it precedes 12, 
14, 16. 



t For the period anterior to 6, 7 we have no trace of dialectical 
differences. 

t This change may he considerably earlier. 
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Ingaeuones, Istaeuones and Herminones — a division in which 
the East Germans are probably not included (cf. Pliny, N.H. 
iv. 28) — may accurately reflect the racial and consequently 
perhaps also the linguistic divisions of that period, but the 
further investigation of this question must be left to 
archaeologists. 



